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by the king. But as to the cultivated grounds we are told
that he first purchased them from the headman of the village.
There thus appears to be a distinction in the right of the king
over lands according as they are cultivated or waste-lands.

The rules of property (including prescription), and those
of sale and purchase follow the principles of Indian Law-books,
but the illustrations given are mostly new. The rules of
inheritance offer some striking novelty. If a man dies, leaving
more than one child from the same wife, then the eldest son
gets an additional share (udclliara), which varies according to
the value of the property left. In the most extreme case,
the eldest takes four-fifths of the property, while the remaining
fifth part is divided among his younger brothers (197). Now,
some of the Indian Law-books recognise the claim of the eldest
son to an additional share deducted from the state, also known
technically as uddhftra, but both Manu and Visnu-smrti
reckon it as one-twentieth, and Baudhayana as one tenth.
There is no Indian authority, known to us, for such a Iheavy
share as four-fifths. It may be due to indigenous custom or
misunderstanding of the original text.

The rules of inheritance vary if a man leaves children
from wives of different castes. The children in that case
obtain preferential treatment according to the caste of their
mothers. A specific rule lays down that the property of a
Brahmana with wives of four different castes should be divided
into eleven shares (258). The idea, probably, is that the
children should share in the proportion of 4, 3, 2, and 1,
according as their mothers belong to the Brahmana, Ksatriya,
Yaisya, and Sudra castes, as is laid down in Manu (IX. 153). But,
then, the property is to be divided into ten and not eleven
shares. The extra share perhaps belongs to the eldest. A
man may, however, formally discard a son (78), and then the
latter cannot inherit the property of his father.

In these rules of inheritance it is not quite clear whether
both sons and daughters, or only the former, are to be regarded
as heir, for, with a single exception, quoted above, the word